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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

Applicants thank the Examiner for the telephone interview of October 14, 2004. During 
the interview applicants* attorney and the Examiner discussed the claims as amended above and 
the cited references. Applicants and the Examiner reached agreement that the claims as amended 
overcome the references cited in the Office Action and may be subject to further search before 
allowance. 

REMARKS 

The Office Action objects to the specification and to the drawings. Claims 1-15 were 
presented for examination. The Office Action rejects claims 1-1.5. This response amends claims 
1, 3, 9, and 10. Claims 1 -15 remain pending in the application. 

Applicants are filing this amendment and response within the shortened statutory period. 
Therefore no fee is due with this filing; however, if a fee is due please charge Deposit Account 
No. 502295. 

Ob jection to the Specification 

Applicants' amendment corrects the specification in the manner suggested by the Office 
Action. As such, Applicants respectfully request that the objection to the specification be 
withdrawn. 

Objection to the Drawings. 

Applicants' amendment corrects the drawings in the manner suggested by the Office 
Action. As such, Applicants respectfully request that the objection to the drawings be 
withdrawn. 

Rejection of claims 1-3. 5-10 and 12-15 

The Office Action rejects claims 1, 3, and 5-7 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Kurmis (U.S. Patent No. 6,019,142) and claims 2, 8, 9, 10, and 12-15 under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kurmis in view of Chiii et al (U.S. Pat. Pub- No. 
2002/0150353). Applicants respectfully traverse these rejections to the extent they are 
maintained against the claims as amended, because the cited references, alone or in combination 
do not disclose, teach, or suggest all limitations as now claimed in the applicants' invention. 

Amendment and Response 
NOR-026(16108RO) 

PAGE 9/17* RCVD AT 1111012004 11:42:05 AM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-1f1 ' DNIS:8729306* CSID:5083030005 * DURATION (mm-s$):0M4i 



11/18/2084 08:47 5083830805 



GUERIN RODRIGUEZ LLP 



PAGE 



Representative claim 1 , as amended, recites in pertinent part a "groove . . . shaped to bend 
the cable within the groove downwards and towards one side of the faceplate. . Kurmis 
discloses a tool for fastening an article by means of a band. Although Kurrais has a groove, it 
docs not bend a cable within the groove. Rather, Kurmis bends a band within the groove. The 
band is used to fasten together a set of cables. Therefore, Kurmis does not disclose or suggest a 
groove shaped to bend a cable within the groove, as now set forth in the Applicants' claimed 
invention. 

Chui is directed to fiber optic module having a push button release. Chui provides no 
teaching whatsoever with respect to a cable clip having a clip body with a groove as claimed by 
applicants. Therefore, any combination of Chui and Kurmis fails to disclose a groove shaped to 
bend a cable within the groove, as now set forth in the Applicants* claimed invention. 

The other independent claim 9 recites claim language similar to that recited in claim 1 ; 
namely, a groove shaped to bend the cable within the groove downwards and towards one side of 
the faceplate. Therefore, Applicants submit that for at least those reasons provided for claim 1, 
independent claim 9 is also patentable. 

For the above reasons, Kurmis alone or in combination with Chui fails to disclose, teach, 
or suggest all the elements of applicants' independent claims 1 and 9, as amended. Claims 2-3, 
5-8, 10, and 12-15 depend directly or indirectly from patentable independent claims 1, and 9, 
incorporate all of their limitations, and therefore are patentably distinguishable over the cited 
„ references for at least those reasons provided in connection with the independent claims. 
Therefore, applicants respectfully request that the rejection be withdrawn. 

Rejection of c laims 1. 3. 4. 6. 7> 9. 11. and 13-1 ? 

The Office Action rejects claims 1, 3, 4, 6, and 7 under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Blake et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,732,983) and claims 9, 11, and 13-15 under 35 
U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Blake in view of Chiu. Applicants respectfully traverse 
the rejections to the extent they are maintained against the claims as amended, because the cited 
references alone or in combination, do not disclose, teach, or suggest all limitations as now 
claimed in the applicants' invention. 
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Similar to Kurmis, Blake fails to disclose a "groove . . . shaped to bend the cable within 
the groove downwards and towards one side of the faceplate. . ." In contrast to applicants' 
claimed invention, Blake discloses a groove that does not bend the cable. Any cable placed in 
the dtp passes straight through. See FIGS. 1-8 of Blake. In fact, to achieve a bend in a cable, 
multiple clips are needed and are placed at certain angles. Such bends, however, do not occur 
within a groove of Blake's cable clip, but external to it. Therefore, Blake does not disclose or 
suggest a groove shaped to bend a cable within the groove, as now set forth in the Applicants' 
claimed invention. 

Moreover, as described above, Chui provides no teaching whatsoever with respect to a 
cable clip having a clip body with a groove as claimed by applicants. Therefore, any 
combination of Chui and Blake fails to disclose a groove shaped to bend a cable within the 
groove, as now set forth in the Applicants' claimed invention. 

For the above reasons, Blake alone or in combination with Chui, fails to disclose, teach or 
suggest all the elements of applicants' independent claims 1 and 9 as amended. Claims 3, 4, 6, 7, 
1 1 , and 1 3- 1 5 depend directly or indirectly from patentable independent claims 1 , and 9, 
incorporate all of their limitations, and therefore are patentably distingui shable over the cited 
references for at least those reasons provided in connection with the independent claims. 
Therefore, applicants respectfully request that the rejection be withdrawn. 

CONCLUSION 

In vi ew of the arguments made herein, applicants submit that the application is in 
condition for allowance and requests early favorable action by the Examiner. 

If the Examiner believes that a telephone conversation with the applicants' representative 
would expedite allowance of this application, the Examiner is cordially invited to call the 
undersigned at (508) 303-2003 ext. 13. 




Date; November 10, 2004 

Reg. No. 50,749 Let^fi /. Martinso 

Attorney for Applicants 
Guerin & Rodriguez, LLP 
Tel. No.: (508) 303-2003 ext. 1 3 5 Mount Royal Avenue 

Fax No.: (508)303-0005 Marlborough, MA 01752 
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